| 
| 


mment 


AT 


Nationalist CO 


Pulling the wool 

Sometimes our politicians and media 
engage in postures which indicate a 
contempt for the intelligence of the British 
public that is beyond belief. 

As we go to press this month, newspaper 
headlines are shouting to us daily that John 
Major and his Government are adopting 
‘tough’ and ‘resolute’ positions in their 
dispute with the European Community over 
border controls affecting immigrants. Putting 
it briefly, the EC wants completely free 
movement of people across the frontiers 
between European states while recognising 
the need for some controls over those 
coming into Europe from outside the 
continent. Our own Government is main- 
taining that this is not good enough, and that 
Britain should have the power to regulate 
movement of people into the United 
Kingdom from whatever quarter they come, 
including the European Community. 

The British stance in this dispute is 
correct — so far as it goes. But it does not 
go very far. What is being argued about is a 
principle; what is happening in practice 


bears little resemblance to the principle. It 
might be possible to support and respect the 
Government in its stand against the EC were 
it actually exercising de facto the strict 
controls over immigrants that it is insisting 
on retaining de jure. The reality, however, 
is that these controls are scarcely working at 
all. John Major and Foreign Secretary Hurd, 


_who have been taking the leading role in 


stating the Government’s position to its EC 
partners seem much more interested in 


_ arguing about theoretical power and rights 


than in doing something really effective to 
protect our borders against the threatened 
immigrant flood. 

Consider the facts. The last year for 
which figures of entry of immigrants are 
available, 1990, show that 267,000 people of 
various nationalities were admitted into the 
country during that year. Immigration 
officials estimate that on top of this a 
probable 100,000 more are coming in every 
year illegally. This indicates a figure of 
about one million people entering the UK 
every three years. Some of these belong to 
ethnic groups that are assimilable into the 
British population (including a portion that 
are actually of British descent) but an over- 
whelming majority are non-European and 
therefore not assimilable. These figures of 
entrants are quite ridiculous for a country of 
Britain’s territorial size, and therefore 
wholly unacceptable. And even were we to 
be talking about a country of the territorial 
size of, say, the United States the rule would 
still hold good that immigrants belonging to 
ethnic groups wholly different in type from 
the host population constitute a problem of 
assimilability that current events show to be 
insurmountable. 

These columns last month were devoted to 
extensive coverage of the recent rioting in 
Los Angeles and other American cities, 
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some foretaste of which we have already 
seen in places much nearer home like 
Handsworth, Tottenham and Brixton. Los 
Angeles should have provided the ultimate 
proof that multi-racial societies do not work 
and the ultimate warning to Britain as to 
what is going to happen if we persist in 
deceiving ourselves that we can make them 
work. The principal problem involved in 
immigration — let us be in no doubt about it 
— is ethnic and cultural incompatibility, not 
numbers and overcrowding, as some people 
like Enoch Powell would make out. 

However, in cases of countries with much 
more restricted living space, like Britain and 
most of the countries of Europe, the 
crowding factor cannot be ignored, and it 
provides just one more additional reason 
why we should regard large-scale immig- ` 
ration as a policy of insanity. 

The figures we have quoted show that 
while the Government is shouting the odds 
with the EC about immigration laws it is 
doing almost nothing to curb, least of all 
stop, the immigration that is actually taking 
place. But that is not all. 

By far the biggest aspect of the immig- 
ration problem affecting Britain is that of the. 
immigrants and their descendants already in 
this country — the people who have been 
coming in, almost uncontrolled, since the 
early 1950s, their offspring and the offspring 
of those offspring. Whilst there is a lot of 
talk about the additions to the country’s 
immigrant population arriving at the 
airports, there is very little talk about those 
filling up the maternity wards of our 
hospitals, where the birthrate, especially of 
Asians, is far in excess of that of the 
indigenous British population. If not one 
single further immigrant is admitted at 
official ports of entry, it will simply mean 
that the process of the British being outbred 
and dispossessed of their own country will 
undergo just a marginal slowing down. 

If anyone wants to know where the real 
core of the problem exists, he only has to 
travel to the ghettos of London, Bristol, 
Birmingham, Wolverhampton, Leicester, 
Liverpool, Manchester and Bradford, where 
he can drive mile after mile and see vast 
areas of these cities literally taken over by 
nationalities with nothing whatever in 
common with the natives of these islands. | 
And, as if this is not enough, one need only 
ponder on the fact that today ethnic minority 
populations hold the balance of voting power 
in so many marginal parliamentary and local 
government areas that they constitute a 
decisive force in determining which of the 
contending political parties get elected — the 
principal reason why the top three parties 


-are falling over each other to ‘buy’ their 
| support. 


It is when we consider this background 
that we can appreciate just how comical our 
politicians appear in their efforts to strike 
‘resolute’ poses in European councils on a 
matter that constitutes a mere detail on the 
periphery of the issue. These are the people 
who, along with their political predecessors, 


have been capitulating like jellyfish to an 
immigrant invasion that has been proceeding 
for at least forty years and which has 
reached numbers of several millions, when 
the children and grandchildren of the immig- 
rants are taken into account. Yet here we 
have these politicians getting hot under the 
collar about an issue affecting numbers only 
a fraction of that total. Just whom do they 
think they’re kidding? 

Those of our compatriots who have 
retained the ability to think for themselves 
could only come to one possible conclusion. 
The Government, becoming ever more des- 
perately frightened at the consequences of 
the lunatic open-door policy that has been 
permitted to be carried out over four 
decades, is now playing the ‘race card’. It is 
attempting to score a few cheap political 
points over its opponents in the House of 
Commons, whose immigration policies are 
even more insane than its own, if that is 
possible! The process began during the last 
week of the recent general election, and now 
it is being continued — to the clearly 
orchestrated accompaniment of loud proc- 
lamations from the Tory press, all designed 
to convey the impression that we have 
leadership that is at last ‘acting’ to protect 
Britain from the immigrant flood. Indeed the 
word ‘acting’, come to think of it, is about 
the only fit description for such a ridiculous 
charade. Major & Co. are trying to pull the 
wool over the people’s eyes. What kind of 
mugs do they think we are? 


Electric chair peep-show 

Up to last month, almost no-one in Britain 
had ever heard of an obscure American 
rapist-murderer called Roger Coleman. But 
within the space of a day or two the 
chattering classes who control the news 
media saw to it that this omission was 
corrected. 

Coleman, it appears, was convicted by the 
State of Virginia nine years ago for sexually 
assaulting and then killing his sister-in-law. 
Virginia retains the death penalty, and so 
Coleman was destined for the fate that ought 
properly to befall all creatures of his type, 
wherever on earth they may manifest them- 
selves. However, his lawyers embarked on 
a series of appeals which prolonged the 
carrying out of justice until May 20th 1992, 
when it was finally administered. He went to 
the chair protesting his innocence until the 
last — as of course untold numbers have 
done before him. | 

None of this would be in the slightest way 
newsworthy to people this side of the 
Atlantic but for the fact that British TV 
decided to make a sob story out of it. 
Coleman was shown being interviewed the 
evening before his execution by BBC’s 
American correspondent Charles Wheeler 
during which, naturally, he made play of his 
innocence. On the earlier part of the evening 
of the following day he was shown again, 
this time exchanging final goodbyes with his 
mother, who naturally enough was dis- 


traught. Of course, the sympathy of the 
viewing public would have gone out to the 
poor lady in her terrible ordeal, but it is 
probable that the TV newscasters who 
filmed it all had much more than these 
humanitarian sentiments on their minds. It 
was quite obvious by this time that what we 
were witnessing was a cunningly staged soap 
opera set up by the overwhelmingly 
powerful and influential anti-capital punish- 
ment lobby, which was aimed at exploiting 
the grief of the hapless Mrs. Coleman in 
order to engage in an unscrupulous piece of 


liberalistic propaganda which no doubt ended | 


up by having quite a lot of tube-boobs 
actually feeling sorry for the sentenced man 
himself. The TV people probably picked on 
the Coleman case among many because the 
creature, far from looking like an obvious 
murderer, appeared as if butter would not 
melt in his mouth. The objective was to get 
a lot of people doubting Coleman’s guilt and 
rethinking their views about a penal system 
which could conceivably take the lives of 
wrongly convicted people. This editor, 
during a spell of imprisonment in 1986 for 
the crime of saying disrespectful things 
about some members of Britain’s ethnic 
minorities, encountered during daily exercise 
people convicted of identical crimes to that 
of Coleman and can testify that a number of 
them, like him, had that look of sweet inno- 
cence that would leave many folk incred- 
ulous that they had ever harmed a fly. The 
majority of TV viewers, however, would not 
have had such an experience and might well 
have been deceived. This of course was 
precisely what the TV propagandists had in 
mind. 

Was Coleman guilty? We have no way of 
knowing, but considering the extensive 
appeal procedure granted to him over many 
years, during which time his case must have 
received the closest and most expert 
scrutiny, it seems doubtful that he was not. 
He was in fact given a lie-detector test a few 
hours before his execution and failed it. We 
do not feel qualified to assert that lie- 
detector tests are infallible, but they have 
been used for many decades and generally 
been found to be efficient. 

Let us suppose, however, that this partic- 
ular individual was as innocent as he and his 
supporters claim he was. What point has the 
anti-capital punishment brigade scored? All 
it has told us is what we already know — 
and what our ancestors of hundreds of years 
ago knew equally: that there never is a 
hundred per-cent certainty that a condemned 
person will not be unjustly executed. Do 


these slobbering do-gooders who have tried - 


to exploit the Coleman case really imagine 
that that consideration has not been carefully 
weighed in the balance by the best légal 
brains of many nations across the ages and 
found, after due study and reflection, not to 
invalidate the case for judicial liquidation of 
those who commit the most evil of crimes? 
Of course it has — and by people of 
humanity at least equal to that of any of 


today’s bleeding-heart liberals. The con- 


clusion of those who have favoured the 
death penalty has been that the risk of the 
very occasional taking of an innocent life is 
one that societies must be prepared to accept 
as a price for protecting infinitely greater 
numbers. of innocent lives from those who 
would terminate them if not dissuaded from 
doing so by the ultimate deterrent. There, 
simply, has the case for capital punishment 
rested. It rests just as soundly now as ever it 
did in centuries gone by a for all the empty- 
headed blather about ‘progress’ and the need 
to ‘move with the times’. 

At the end of the day, the ultimate right is 
the right of a society to defend itself against 
its enemies — in peace as in war. In wartime 
we accept the rule that in the crossfire 
between friend and foe innocent people are 
going to get killed. The price for not 
accepting that would be to have our enemies 
walking all over us. In peacetime it is no 
different. That applies to the cases of the 
Guildford Four, the Birmingham Six and the 
Tottenham rioter Winston Silcott — all cases 
that are now being cited as excuses not to 
execute people because those executed may 
turn out not to have been guilty after all. In 
some American states they do not accept this 
facile argument against the death penalty but 
prefer to pay heed to the wisdom of the 
centuries. A good policy — because the 
wisdom of the centuries is much more often 
than not right. 


Bomber Harris: humbug 
has a field day 


Most people will know that a statue of 
wartime Air Chief Marshal Sir Arthur 
(Bomber) Harris was unveiled last month. 
Harris it was who directed the saturation 
bombing of German cities in the later part of 
World War II during which great numbers 
of people died. Particular controversy 
surrounds the demolition of the city of 
Dresden, which was never an important 
industrial or strategic target but was attacked 
primarily in pursuit of a policy, determined 
by Churchill, of terrorising German civilian 
populations into submission and destroying 
their will to resist. 

The erecting of a statue to Harris has 
caused no little consternation among today’s 
Germans, who claim that it demonstrates 
insensitivity towards the victims and their 
descendants. Such a feeling is very easy to 
understand. 

Of course, nations that have been involved 
in wars are in the habit of erecting statues to 
those who have played leading roles in such 
wars; and the rule of ‘insensitivity’ cannot 
be taken too far in this regard — there will 
always be someone on the other side who 
will not take too kindly to such gestures of 
remembrance. 

The statue to ‘Bomber Harris’, however, 
does represent a case somewhat out of the 
ordinary in so far it is seen by people who 
are our present friends and allies to be 
glorifying a man identified with an action of 
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WHAT WE THINK 

(Contd. from prev. page) 
particular destructiveness and ruthlessness — 
which the bombing of Dresden undoubtedly 
was. i 

Against this, there is the view taken by 


the majority of those who comprise the 
British ‘Establishment’. They will deliver the 


counter-protest that, in the first place, Harris 


did not himself make the decision to bomb 
Dresden but was only acting under orders 
from above — primarily Churchill’s orders, 
it so happens. In the second place, they will 
say, the decision to bomb Dresden and other 
German cities was made fully mindful of the 
great loss of human life such bombings 
would cause, but was seen to be justified as 
a necessary means of getting the war over 
more quickly and thus sparing far more 
human lives in the long run. 

This ‘Establishment’ view was stated with 
great moral fervour in an article in the Daily 
Mail on May 20th by Lord Cheshire, who as 
Group Captain Leonard Cheshire became 
one of Britain’s most decorated bomber 
pilots in World War II and took an 
important part in the campaign of Bomber 
Command over Germany. Cheshire said:- 

‘Both on military and moral grounds, I 
hold that Harris was right. Remember that 
the plans for Bomber Offensive were 
drawn up in desperate times. In 1940, 
Europe was occupied, the British Army 
defeated and the Royal Navy only just able 
to keep the Atlantic lifeline open... 
‘*That is a military assessment of Harris’s 
performance, but it also addresses the 
moral issue. For in my view , it was the 
lives saved by shortening the war that 
justified the policy of bombing. What else 
could one have done against such an 
adversary as Hitler?” 


Cheshire’s point about the plans for 
Bomber Offensive being drawn up in 1940, 
in his view ‘‘desperate times,’’ is a weak 
one because such plans could very obviously 
have been changed later on when for the 
Allies things became a great deal less 
desperate and it was known that they were 
going to win the war anyway. The later 
point about sanctioning the bombing in order 
to shorten the war and thus save lives is, on 
the other hand, one which does call for a 
more considered response. This is the 
dilemma that faces all war commanders, 
whether their operations be on a very large 

„scale, as was the case with Harris, or the 
much smaller scale experienced by officers 
carrying out purely local actions of a tactical 
nature. It is never an easy dilemma to solve, 
and it invokes all manner of moral judge- 
ments of a complex nature to which invar- 
iably there are two sides to the argument. — 

But scarcely ever, when World War II is 
discussed, are the two sides debated fairly 
and objectively, with a consistent moral 
yardstick employed. Some of the most ruth- 
less operations in the history of warfare 
when carried out by the Allies are usually 
sanctified by types such as Cheshire on the. 
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grounds that they were necessary to get the 
war over quickly and save lives. Of course, 
what the Allies were really interested in was 
not so much saving lives as defeating and 
destroying Hitier. In the pursuit of that 
objective, the lives of untold millions of 
people in Europe were considered expend- 
able. As David Irving states in his 
Churchill’s War, war leader Winnie was the 
one who actually initiated the bombing of 
cities, not primarily in order to hit strategic 
targets such as war industries, etc., but to 
provoke an angry reaction from Hitler which 
would lead to the bombing of our cities in 
return. From this, Churchill hoped that 
enthusiasm in Britain for his crusade against 
Germany, which up till that time had been 
less than full-hearted, would intensify and 
guarantee him the support he needed to 
carry the war through. Never at any time in 
his long political career did WC demonstrate 
any particularly tender care for human life, 
and it is difficult to believe that concern to 
save lives — whether they be British, 
German or any other — played any major 
part in shaping Allied policy in World War 
II. 

However, if we give Churchill & Co. the 
benefit of the doubt and accept their just- 
ification for the demolition of Dresden, 
Hamburg, Hiroshima and Nagasaki on the 
grounds that it was to save lives by short- 
ening the war, we must take the same 
attitude towards ruthless actions engaged in 
by the other side. We should accept, for 
instance, the German view that the so-called 
‘massacres’ of Oradour in France and Lidice 
in Czechoslovakia were ordered by German 
commanders with a view to establishing a 
terrible deterrent to future would-be 
resistance forces and thus saving the lives of 
their own men. 

The trouble is that conventional war 
historians are as a general rule simply 
unprepared to employ the same moral 
criteria in judging the actions of ‘our side’ 
as they are in judging those of the ‘enemy’. 
Ruthless actions that were bound to have led 
to the loss of many innocent lives are 
sanctioned when they were committed by 
Allied forces — on the grounds that they 
were necessary to save more lives. But 
similar actions, when committed by the 
Nazis or their allies, are condemned as proof 
of those people’s ‘barbarity’ and ‘inhum- 
anity’. It all just depends which side you’re 
on, doesn’t it? 

Group Captain Cheshire, who in the post- 
war years has basked in great public esteem 
for his humanitarian works carried out by 
the setting up of the ‘Cheshire Homes’ for 
the disabled, is willing to defend decidedly 
unhumanitarian acts in wartime on the 
grounds of the higher priority of winning the 
war. As he himself says, ‘‘What else could 
one have done against such an adversary as 
Hitler?’’ But the same Lord Cheshire would 
not hesitate to condemn his former wartime 
enemies for acting in accordance with just 


the same principles. , 


In the whole affair of the Harris statue, 


the real point at issue seems to be over- 
looked. It is that those who accuse the 
Germans of unjustified whingeing because 
they object to the statue would most 
probably raise hell if those same Germans 
decided it was time to erect a monument to 
Reichsmarschall Goering for his role in 
directing the ‘Blitz’. Humbug has always 
been a potent weapon when the Second 
World War has been argued and debated, 
and in battles of humbug we British gener- 
ally prove ourselves to be unbeatable! 


Not our teams 


Featured on the front page this month is a 
photograph of five members of the current 
‘England’ football squad, taken during 
training. It will be noticed that three of the 
five are black. 

In a recent international match with 
Hungary played in Budapest, ‘England’ 
started the game with three black players in 
their eleven. After some substitutions had 
been made, this total was increased to four. 

In cricket it is no different. ‘England’ 
regularly take the field nowadays with three 
or four black or Asian cricketers. Most of 
the fast bowlers are black. Can English 
cricket not produce native-born fast bowlers? 
Those who recall Larwood, Trueman, 
Statham, Tyson and Snow would disagree. 

In athletics, quite a large part of the 
present British track and field squad is black 
— including, notably, three out of the four 
comprising the 4 x 100 metres men’s relay 
team. 

‘Britain’ recently has had quite a few 
world boxing champs. A thing to get 
patriotic about? Well, not exactly. Most of 
these champs have been black. 

Not that we always need non-Whites to 
compete amongst the world’s best. Our 
golfers, all white, regularly do us proud. 
Then there is Nigel Mansell, the world’s top 
racing driver — a white Brit. | 

In fact, when the wider sports scene is 
examined we will find that Caucasians, 
including a fair representation of white 
British, dominate most of the major compet- 
itions. Blacks are good at a few sports to 
which their physical attributes are partic- 
ularly well suited. That is all. 

But that doesn’t prevent the mass media 
publicising black sporting successes out of 
all proportion to what Blacks are actually 
achieving. Tune in to any TV sports news 
and you’ll see what we mean. 

We don’t want to take any credit away 
from the Blacks for their achievements in the 
sports in which they actually excel. Good 
luck to them for applying the talents they 
have in fields where they have a chance to . 
do well. | | 

But what we dislike is seeing black 
sportsmen representing ‘Britain’ or 
‘England’. We simply cannot root enthusias- 
tically for ‘British’ or ‘English’ teams in 
which they are strongly represented. 

Far better that they compete on behalf of 
their ancestral homelands. 


LABOUR'S DECLINE AND 


OUR OPPORTUNITY 


It is not impossible, says JOHN TYNDALL, that in the years 
ahead the British National Party could become the main 


anti-Tory opposition 


THE SWING OF THE PENDULUM is a 
procedure of British politics that most of 
us were brought up to believe was 
natural, normal and eternal. Labour’s 
defeat in the fourth general election in a 
row has raised serious questions as to 
whether this is any longer the case. When 
Britain next goes to the polls to vote for a 
new parliament, the Tories will have been 
in power for 18 years. The damage to the 
national interest they will have inflicted by 
that time hardly bears thinking about, yet 
present political trends do not give any 
indication that they will be confronted by 
effective opposition from the Labour side, 
nor that the Liberal Democrats, as a third 
alternative, will be attractive to anything 
like sufficient numbers of people to shake 
the prevailing Conservative hegemony. 

Consider the facts: the Tory Government 
has created a level of unemployment soon to 
hit three million for the second time in its 
tenure of office; it has, to all intents and 
purposes, wrecked Britain’s industrial base; 
it has sat and watched while crime figures 
have broken new records; it has permitted a 
flood of immigrants which at present rates of 
entry amount to a million every three years; 
it has sanctioned increasing sacrifices of 
British sovereignty to Europe in the face of 
deep and widespread public opposition to 
such a surrender; it has miserably failed to 
win the battle against IRA terrorism, both in 
Ulster and on the Mainland; it has proved 
‘impotent to prevent separatist developments 
that are leading to the break-up of the 
United Kingdom; it is now fast dismantling 
what is left of the nation’s capacity to defend 
itself. 

And during this whole time the quality of 
life in Britain, national standards in edu- 
cation, manners, morals and culture, and the 
common decencies which for centuries held 
the ‘fabric of life in this country together, 
have been debased to levels that would have 
appalled the most pessimistic of our ances- 
tors. Thirteen years of Tory ascendancy 
have accelerated a process, already in 
evidence beforehand, of breeding a largely 
undisciplined, yobbish and moronic popu- 
lation, held in contempt around the holiday 
resorts of the Continent. 

If ever there was an opportunity for a 
party of opposition to capitalise on wide- 
spread disaffection with Britain’s rulers, that 
opportunity presented itself two months ago. 
Yet Labour muffed that opportunity — on 
again! | 


UNELECTABLE? 


Which leads us to consider the question 
now being posed by an increasing number of 
newspaper commentators, by no means all of 
them Government supporters: Has Labour 
now become unelectable? or 

It would be rash at this point to predict 
that the Labour Party will never win another 
general election, but there are distinct signs 
that a process is taking place similar to that 
which saw the relegation of the Liberals in 
the 1920s to the role of a party of permanent 
opposition. Robert Harris, writing in the 
Sunday Times on May 17th, could well have 
captured the trend when he said:- 


‘It is necessary to talk in these historic 
terms because, increasingly it seems to me, 
to get any sense of what is happening in 
British politics one has to stand a long way 
back. The election of a man like Major as 
leader of the Tory Party, the extent to 
which the Conservatives have moved into 
their enemies’ territory, the collapse of 
socialism as a theoretical force — all these 
suggest that one of those profound shifts in 
the political landscape that occur every 
century or so is taking place around us.” 


When Mr. Harris speaks of ‘‘the extent to 
which the Conservatives have moved into 


their enemies’ territory, he is not only 
alluding to that gradual ideological shift to 


THE FACES OF FAILURE 


the left that has been taking place, with the 
occasional interruption, within the Tory 
Party since the end of World War II; he is 
also focusing, whether intentionally or not, 
on another phenomenon to which Labour is 
only just waking up, probably too late to 
save itself: the drastic diminution of that 
party’s traditional working-class base. The 
reality of the late 20th century is that there 
simply is not any longer, in any of the 
developed western countries, a proletariat 
big enough to provide a more or less 
permanent source of political power for a 
party identified with its interests. Universal 
education, supplemented in more recent 
times by widespread higher education, 
together with the emergence of the machine 
and the computer to perform tasks prev- 
iously performed by manual labour, have 
totally transformed the social structures of 
these countries, Britain included. If any- 
thing, the process has taken place over much 
of the European continent earlier than here 
— which is one reason why parties of the 
left across the Channel have adapted them- 
selves to the situation much more completely 
than has the Labour Party in this country. 
Those foreign socialist parties have long ago 
abandoned their cloth-capped images, and 


together with them have largely abandoned 


Contd. overleaf 


Neil Kinnock (on left) has every reason to look glum after Labour’s recent election 
performances. Paddy Ashdown (right) heads a party that has become one of the eternal 
losers of British politics. 
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LABOUR’S DECLINE AND 


| OUR OPPORTUNITY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


socialism itself — the process being given 
extra impetus by the wholesale collapse of 
that system in what used to be the Soviet 
Bloc. They have moved rightwards as their 
conservative counterparts have moved left- 
wards, resulting in ideological distinctions 
between the two sides that are more and 
more difficult to discern. The Labour Party 
in Britain, reluctant up till recently to 
undergo this transformation, has sought to 
compensate for the shrinkage in the working 
class by identifying itslf with the new 
‘under-class’: the sub-proletarian populations 
of the urban ghettos; the sections of the 
unemployed that are unemployable; other 
minorities like homosexuals and lesbians; 
even the criminal fraternity. Everyone with 
a chip on the shoulder and everyone with a 
grudge has become Labour’s target, and to 
a large extent it has been these elements that 
have come to form the hard core of Labour 

cons-tituency activists. The dilemma facing 
the Labour leadership has been that of how 
to remove its achilles heel without ampu- 
tating one of its legs. So far it has failed to 
solve this problem. The barmy left still 
prevails in many of the party’s principal 
branches. It has been responsible for the 
chronic mismanagement of many of our 
larger towns and cities, and it is one of the 
reasons why Labour lost out in May’s local 
government elections even more substantially 
than it did in the general election a month 
earlier. 

The barmy left most certainly is an 
electoral liability. But if it is removed 
- wholesale, with its removal will go from the 
Labour Party those activists with the 
strongest political motivation and commit- 
ment. What will be left? Declining legions 
of party faithful who still believe in 
socialism, most of them old and without 
their original energies and fighting spirit. 
Before long they will die off. One does not 
envy the Labour mandarins in their 
mounting predicament. 

In the meantime, the more that Labour 
has identified itself with those who live on 
the margins of society the more it has 
repelled those classes who once were its 
main con-stituency. The party now appeals 
to a shrinking portion of what is all the time 


becoming a shrinking population. What is it 
going to do? . 


LABS AND LIBS 


One possibility is a Lab-Lib alliance under 
which each party undertakes not to oppose 
the other in its strongest electoral areas, 
leading then to a Lib-Lab parliamentary 


coalition. A more remote possibility is a TT 


Lab-Lib marriage similar to that which took 
lplace between the Liberals and part of the 
Social Democrats to form today’s Liberal 


oppose the latter course, logic would 
increasingly point to it if current ideological 
trends continue and if resources are to be 
accumulated which will match those of the 
Tories. 

But the ideological transformation that 
would bring Labour nearer to the Liberal 
Democrats would at the same time bring it 
nearer to the Tories too. As indicated 
before, Britain is just a little behind most 
other European countries in a process that is 
rendering the two leading political parties in 
each such country less and less distinguish- 
able from one another. Most people during 
April’s general election would have been 
hard-put to explain the differences between 
John Major and Paddy Ashdown other than 
that they looked most unlike each other. 
Labour’s only course back to power would 
seem to be for it to pursue the same 
uniformity. Should this happen, the 
“Tweedledum-Tweedledee’ nature of 
Britain’s choice at election time would be 
emphasised even more heavily than at 
present. What will be the obvious conse- 
quence of this? That it will leave a vacuum 
just crying out to be filled. 


COMMUNITY ETHICS 


In examining the present crisis of Labour, 
we would do well not to forget what was the 
Original attraction of socialism in Britain as 
almost everywhere else: it was the belief that 
socialism stood for the ethics of community 
—as distinct from the ethics. of individual 
selfishness and greed. Socialism was a revolt 
against the everyone-for-himself society, the 
concept of which was bequeathed to us by 
18th and 19th century liberalism and which 
has been embraced with almost fanatical zeal 
by late-20th century Toryism. Socialism 
seemed at its dawn the grand antitode to the 
social and economic free-for-all; the alter- 
native to the anarchy of the capitalistic 
market place where the power of money 
rode roughshod over every public and 
national interest — and indeed every 
individual interest except those of the 
plutocratic few. 

_ The fact that socialism, as it has evolved 


LIABILITY TO LABOUR 
Loony left councils like Islington, in North 
London (see CND fiag fiying here from 
town hall), are an embarrassment to the 
Labour Party and most certainly cost it 


votes at elections. Labour’s problem is 
that the kind of people who run these 


Democrats. Though pre oe n councils comprise the party’s keenest 


constituency activists. 


in most countries, has not succeeded does 
not mean that many of the problems which 
it was created to remedy do not still remain. 
If the medicine has proved to be of quack 
quality, the sickness calling for it is as 
prevalent as ever. If socialism is discredited, 
then free-market capitalism is equally dis- 
credited — if the social and economic ills of 
contemporary Britain are anything to go by. 
The problems of extreme poverty and 
hunger in Britain and the Western World 
may have been mainly solved — though not 
mainly by socialist methods. But still persis- 
ting are other problems which it seems 
wholly beyond the capacity of present 
politics to solve: problems that have been 
highlighted in the analysis of the Tory 
record given earlier in this article. 


NOBLE IMPULSE 


There was one noble and admirable 
impulse in the early socialism, and a residue 
of it survives to this very day: this was the 


“There was one noble and 
admirable impulse in the early 
socialism, and a residue of it 
survives to this day: this was the 
impulse towards a society based 
on mutual care and co-operation.” 


impulse towards a society based on mutual 
care and co-operation — as distinct from one 
based solely on competition. The impulse 
rested on the recognition of man as a social 
and co-operative animal, as well as a com- 
petitive one. Had the correct balance been 
struck between these two drives, the co- 
operative as well as the competitive, and had 
the social dimension been one that equated 
society with nation and folk — instead of that 
nebulous concept called ‘mankind’, and 
expressed in such inanities as ‘Workers of 
the world unite!’ — this early socialism 
could have developed into a positive and 
dynamic force for the strengthening of 
national communities. Indeed it did do just 
that in a few countries where it evolved in 
that direction. But what we have inherited as 
socialism today, and which has become the 
prevailing doctrine in the British Labour 
Party, contains no such sensible provisions 
or safeguards. To the perfectly valid quest 
for a society based on co-operation was 
added the ignoble sentiment of envy and 
hatred for the strong and the superior. To 
this was added the crackpot theory of 
inherent human equality — destructive 
enough when it supposed only equality 


- between individuals within the same ethnic 


group but amounting to total madness when 
it extended to equality between all the races 
and nations of humanity. From this madness 
it was a short step to Internationalism, which 


‘presumes all the races and nations of the 


globe to have a common interest and 
national boundaries and loyalties therefore to | 
be out of date and fit only for destruction. 


Add to this the harnessing of socialism — 
claimed by its partisans to be ‘revolutionary’ 
and ‘radical’ — to a political system that was 
reactionary and antiquated and which 
paralysed all positive effort to get things 
done, and we have the recipe for the failure 
of the Labour Party in Britain as well as of 
all parallel parties in the Western World. 


ANTI-LEADER DOCTRINE 


Labourite socialism’s adoption of the 
doctrine of human equality meant that it 
could not possibly accommodate the contrary 
principle of individual leadership. If one 
man is as good as another, no-one can 
possibly be so much better than his fellows 
that he is fitted to lead them, least of all 
morally entitled to do so. From this it 
followed that all leadership — if the term 


was to be acceptable at all — must take the 


form of committees in which one member’s 
vote was to be worth the same as every 
other member’s vote, and that these 
committees (or parliaments, as the case may 
be) should be elected by everybody, again 
with one person’s vote being worth the same 
as every other person’s vote. In other words, 
socialism could only properly be built by the 
process of liberal-democracy. It seemed not 
to dawn on the pioneers of this principle that 
it was that very same process of liberal- 
democracy that had led to all the worst 
abuses of capitalism and to the gross social 
injustices that had come in the wake of those 
abuses. Capitalism had got out of control 
simply because of the absence of a political 
authority strong enough to control it. Social 
injustices had occurred simply because of the 
absence of a political authority strong 
enough to enforce social justice. What was 
needed above all was what Spengler 
described as a power in the State that was 
greater than the power of money. The 
socialist formula for this state power ensured 
that it would be wielded by weak and incom- 
petent individuals whose penchant for talk 
far exceeded their capacity for action, and 
¿who would shirk every policy that called for 
firmness when dealing with anti-social 
elements, including those elements that 
operated by the weapons of money. British 
Socialism’s pussyfooting attitude towards 
rampantly anti-social money power reached 
its ultimate metamorphosis in the alliance 
between socialism and that very same money 
power, best exemplified in the loyal socialist 
affiliations of the late Sir Robert Maxwell, 
billionaire pillar of the Labour Party, 
staunch backer of Labour causes through the 
medium of the Daily Mirror and its affiliated 
newspapers and, not least, robber of his own 
employees’ pension funds. What a triumph 
for socialist pragmatism! 


MEANING OF TORY ‘FREEDOM’ 
The present Tory ascendancy in British 
politics means, among other things, the 
ascendancy of rampant individualism. The 
Tories themselves would of course hail this 
as a triumph for the principle of ‘individual 
freedom’, but when they speak of that high- 
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sounding ideal what they really mean is the 
freedom of the anti-social, money-grabbing 
economic predator to engage in the relentless 
drive for profit without any concern for the 
public or national interest. Almost invariably 
throughout modern history, ‘freedom’, when 
it has become the main rallying cry of polit- 
icians and political parties, has meant 
freedom for Big Capital rather than freedom 
for the ordinary man in the street — a con- 
dition scarcely ever alleviated even under 
governments of the left. In left-wing jargon, 
however, the term can also be taken to mean 
freedom for those engaged in subversion 
against all nations, governments, institutions, 
cultures, customs and moral codes of which 
leftists disapprove. Again, the liberties of the 
average hard-working, law-abiding patriotic 
citizen are of little concern. 

It was sometimes said by socialists of the 
inter-war period that Tory freedom meant 
the freedom of the homeless to choose 
whether to sleep on park benches or under 
railway bridges. If the conditions giving rise 
to that quip are much less present today, it 
is nevertheless true that there remains a very 
large constituency among British voters in 
which the ethics of social concern transcend 
the ethics of individualism. Putting it another 
way, those sentiments to which Labour 
appealed in the past — the sentiments that 
yearn for a spirit of community, as opposed 
to a spirit of egocentric selfishness and greed 
— are still present among millions of our 
people, and they are likely to grow to ever 
greater proportions as more and more are 
repelled by the fragmented, atomistic society 
that Toryism is creating. Labour’s political 
demise, which is now perhaps a permanent 
and irreversible one, does not mean that the 
human promptings that have led so many to 
vote Labour are not still there, that issues 
that have called for social action are any the 
less present than in the past. In a nutshell, 
the politics of community are not dead; 
Labour has simply proved itself useless as 
an instrument of those politics, and a new 
and different instrument is therefore needed. 


FROM BOTH SIDES 
OF THE SPECTRUM 

It is an error common among nationalists 
to believe that our cause, to expand its 


support, must seek recruits always fror the 


right — the assumption here being that the 


Tory Party, for all its great differences with 
us, is nevertheless closer to us in ideology 
than its Labour counterpart. It is certainly 
true that, while the Tory hierarchy is rotten 
to the core, there are many sound patriotic 
elements among the rank and file who are. 
potential converts to the nationalist move- 
ment. But it is equally true that, while the 
same rot may be said to prevail within the 
hierarchy of Labour, there are masses of 
traditional Labour supporters who may be 
persuaded to see the realisation of their 
social ideals in the creed of nationalism. 
Who is to say that the step needed to turn a 
socialist into a nationalist is necessarily a 
greater one than is needed to take a conserv- 
ative in the same direction? Why indeed 
‘should the nobler aspects of conservatism — 
defence of tradition, heritage, family, 
morality and ancient folkways (all now 
largely abandoned by the Tory Party) — be 
irreconcilable with the more worthy goals of 
socialism — social justice, social cohesion 
and social regulation of economic forces? 
And why should the two sets of values not 
achieve their synthesis in nationalism — the 
target to which we addressed ourselves in 
Fight Back!, the British National Party 
Election Manifesto for 1992? 


LOSING BATTLE? 


Right at this present time, Labour and the 
Liberal Democrats, frustrated at the polls yet 
again, are wrestling desperately with the 
question of how to form an anti-Tory oppos- 
ition that will succeed where those in the 
recent past have failed. Most certainly, there 
is a yawning vacuum in British politics 


(which calls for just such an opposition to 


emerge. What is becoming ever more doubt- 
ful is that Labour and the Liberal Demo- 
crats, either together or one of them on its 
own, can constitute that opposition without 
undergoing doctrinal changes that are com- 
pletely beyond their powers. 

It is this that gives rise to Mr. Harris’s 
speculation that ‘‘one of those profound 
shifts in the political landscape that occur 
every century or so is taking place around 
us.” Perhaps, as I have quoted that writer 
once, I might quote him again. Towards the 
end of his Sunday Times article he says:- 

“Sometimes, when I am feeling partic- 

ularly gloomy, I wonder if the real 

challenge to the status-quo over the next 20 

years will come not from neo-socialists but 

from neo-fascists. Phenomena such as 

Jean-Marie Le Pen’s rise and the Los 

Angeles riot (or, more particularly, the 

reactions to it) suggest an anti-establish- 

ment white backlash out there, waiting to 
happen.” 
_ Accepting that ‘neo-fascists’ is jargon that 
Sunday Times and kindred journalists habit- 
ually use to describe all those who are not 
enamoured of the hideous society that the 
liberal establishment has created for us, and 
who seek the return of leadership, ‘order, © 
discipline and patriotism to national affairs, 
we can say that Mr. Harris may well be 


right! 
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SO WHAT'S NEW? 


A writer from 88 years ago sums up perfectly the charade 
of party politics as they are today 


The following article comprises a part of 
Chapter 21 of the book The Rise and 
Decline of the Netherlands, by J. Ellis 
Barker, published by Smith Elder & Co., 
1906. 


IF WE LOOK at popular government in 
the cold light of reason and experience, we 
find that popular government, ‘govern- 
ment of the people, by the people and for 
the people,’ is a delusion. It has never 
existed during historical times, it exists 
nowhere at present, and it never will, and 
never can, exist. Popular government 
means party government. Party govern- 
ment means majority government. 
Majority government means minority 
government, for the majority is indiff- 
erent; it inevitably means government by 
a few interested and irresponsible wire- 
pullers and agitators; it means national 
disunion and corruption, and adminis- 
trative anarchy. 

In a country ruled by party governments, ' 
there are for all practical purposes only two 
parties; the party in power and the party out 
of power. These two parties are engaged in 
a never-ending struggle for power. This 
unceasing struggle is not so much a struggle 
between two great national interests, or 
between two great national principles and 
ideals, as a struggle between two small sets 
of professional politicians, who wish to 
obtain place and power for themselves, and 
who have succeeded in persuading the 
people to take sides. The party struggle in a 
country ruled by party governments is 
mainly an interested struggle, and ‘govern- 
ment of the people, by the people and for 
the people’ consists mainly in this: that the 
nation is given the choice of giving supreme 
power to one out of two narrow sets of 
professional politicians. Beyond this unsatis- 
factory option, the nation has practically no 
power over the government. | 

Party rule means majority rule. Therefore 
the chief aim of the two contending parties 
is first to obtain a majority and then to 
preserve it. ‘‘Self-interest is the mainspring 
of all men.’’1 Therefore party politicians 
have never been overscrupulous in the 
selection of the means for obtaining power 
and for preserving it. 

To obtain a majority of votes, politicians 
have to make themselves bidders for popu- 
larity. Hence the majority of votes is apt to 
be given, not to the worthiest, but to the 
highest bidder, to the most daring, to the 
loudest and to the least scrupulous. Bribery 
and corruption, direct or indirect, and 
boundless promises, to be carried out at the 
cost of the monority, promises which are but 
another form of bribery — whether the 
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payment is to be made cash down or at some 
future date is immaterial, since the intention 
of influencing the will by improper means is 
the same in both cases — are common, and 
the worst are most reckless in making 
promises, in praising themselves, in abusing 
their opponents and in flattering the masses. 
According to Aristotle:- 


‘*Court flatterers flourish under the tyranny 
of one man, demagogues under the rule of 
the multitude; and court flatterers and 
demagogues are equally solicitous to extend 
that unlawful domination upon which their 
influence depends. The demagogues 
persuade the multitude to disregard all 
established authority, and to trample 
underfoot every law of the constitution, so 
that full scope may be given to the author- 
ity of occasional decrees, well knowing 
that, while the multitude are ruled by their 
passions, he who can best wield those 
passions must be master of the State. The 
multitude listen with delight to those who 
seem to have nothing at heart but to 
promote their interest, or to gratify their 
pleasure, and cheerfully accept their invit- 
ation of taking the public concern entirely 
into their own hands, so that every estab- 
lished authority, and every regular function 
of political power, is enfeebled, suspended 
or utterly abolished.’’2 


By continually flattering the masses, by 
constantly appealing to their appetite, by 
recklessly competing for power and out- 
bidding each other, party politicians habit- 
ually encourage in the people greed, 
laziness, self-indulgence, cowardice and 
many other vices. Therefore party govern- 
ment corrupts and debases the people, and 
destroys in them the sense of duty and the 
spirit of patriotism. 


LED BY THE MOB 


In order to preserve its majority, the 
ruling party must act in accordance with the 
wishes of the majority of voters and allow 
itself to be directed by that majority, 
although ‘‘You consult no very expert 
masters when you refer yourself to the 
multitude for instruction.’’3 Besides, in the 
words of Quintilian:- 


“it is the easiest thing in the world to 
raise a passion in the multitude, for no 
assembly exists where every man can per- 
fectly govern himself by his own thought, 
sense and reason. Nor was there ever a 
multitude that had the same prudence as 
individual men have. Whether this arises 
from the fact that public affairs are difficult 
to understand, or from the fact that men 
are less conscientious when they think 
themselves not personally responsible for 
the result of their actions, is immaterial. At 
any rate, when acting in numbers people 
are apt blindly to follow the lead of others, 


and to neglect investigating the matter at 
issue with their own reason.’’4 


The average citizen can give but very 
little time and thought to the affairs of State. 
Moreover, he lacks expert knowledge of 
political matters. Therefore he will be 
guided by those arguments which to him 
appear to be the most plausible and the 
simplest, and the most elementary arguments 
will seem to him the most convincing and be 
the most effective. Consequently, in a state 
ruled by party politicians an effective, and 
therefore popular, though mischievous and 
absurd, ‘cry’ will prove stronger than the 
wisest policy which. requires explanation. 
Thus party government receives its motive 
force, not from the wisest but from the least 
wise and most credulous part of the comm- 
unity, and numbers stand for reason. Stat 
pro ratione numerus. 


SELF-INTEREST PARAMOUNT 


Self-interest being the strongest human 
motive, party leaders in all ages and in all 
countries have placed the interests of their 
party high above the interests of the nation. 
The parties in the states of ancient Greece 
never hesitated to conspire with Persia, 
Macedon and Rome, the enemies of their 
country, in order to obtain supremacy; the 
Hannonian party in Carthage aided Rome 
and brought about the fall of Carthage; the 
parties in the Italian republics of the Middle 
Ages invited France and other powers to 
invade their country; the Dutch politicians 
constantly intrigued with their enemies 
against the Netherlands. Party government 
means government for the benefit of the few 
at the cost of the many; it means govern- 
ment for the benefit of the ruling party at the 
cost of the nation; it means, as a rule, un- 
national, and often anti-national, govern- 
ment. | 

Party rule means government by discuss- 
ion, rule by speech. Hence states ruled by 
party governments are directed not by the 
ablest administrators but by the ablest 
orators; ‘‘for he who thinks aright, but 
cannot communicate his thoughts in a telling 
speech, is just as insignificant in a democ- 
racy as if he could not think at all.’’5 Able 
men of action are rarely great orators, and 
great orators are rarely able men of action. 
Therefore party government inevitably 
means government by men of inferior 
administrative capacity. One of the Seven 
Wise Men of Greece was of the opinion that 
that state was best administered in which the 
laws had most, the orators least, influence.6 
Under party rule, the orators have most, the 
laws — and especially the laws of truth, 
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modesty and duty — least influence. 

The foregoing should suffice to show that 
countries ruled by party governments are 
habitually ruled by men of inferior adminis- 
trative capacity, who place their own interest 
and the interests of their party high above 
those of their country, who rely largely on 
misrepresentation and intrigue for achieving 
their own ends, who are guided by ignor- 


ance, who, pursuing a popular policy, delib- . 


erately act with little wisdom, who talk 
much and well but do little. 

Party leaders, being advanced by and 
dependent upon an organised party, are 
necessarily the servants of their party. 
Through their dependence they are com- 
pelled to rule chiefly for the benefit of their 
party. Therefore the ruling party politicians 
bestow offices, honours and rewards almost 
‘exclusively on party members. They are 
lavish in requiting services rendered to 
themselves and their party, while signal 
merit unconnected with party politics and 
services rendered to the nation are ignored, 
and therefore discouraged. The public 
servants are converted from national servants 
into party servants, for they are given the 


choice either to act as party tools to the. 


harm of the nation or to resign. Grave trans- 
gressions of party members are not punished 
because the exposure of their followers 
might lead to the exposure of the ruling 
party leaders, for party leaders are always to 
some extent at the mercy of their followers. 

Party government not only debases the 
people but enables, teaches and encourages 
one half of the population to prey upon the 
other half, and to oppress or plunder it. 
Hence under party government one half of 
the nation lives permanently under a more or 
less severely felt rule of repression and of 
- injustice, or even of direct oppression and 
spoliation. One half of the nation looks upon 
the ‘national’ government with barely dis- 
guised hostility, if not with hatred and 
contempt. In such a nation, permanently 
divided against itself by interest, each party 
working solely for its own profit, ‘unity’, 
‘nation’, ‘self-sacrifice’ and ‘patriotism’ are 
words of little meaning. 


CONTRASTS IN GOVERNMENT 


All governments — monarchical, oligarch- 
ical and democratic — may, broadly 
speaking, be divided into two classes: 
governments in which the welfare of the 
nation is the greatest concern of the rulers, 
and governments in which the welfare of the 
nation is by no means the greatest concern 
of the rulers. Governmemts ruled by party 
politicians distinctly belong to the latter 
class. 

Such are the shortcomings of party 
government. Party government is a very 
imperfect form of government. Though 
advantageous to the party in power, it is 
distinctly disadvantageous and unjust to the 
nation, and endangers its existence. There- 
fore party leaders and orators ought not to 
be entrusted with the conduct and supreme 
control of national government, especially as 


GREAT POWER 
The Dutch fleet seen here engaging that of England in the Four Days’ Battle in 1666, 
was one of the most powerful in the world in the 17th century. Dutch decline, says the 
writer, came about largely through party politics. | 


“‘government is not merely a position of 


honour, but an art, and is the sublimest 
art.’’7 However, it must not be thought that 
party government is a necessary evil in a 
democracy. A system of government com- 
bining all the advantages of popular control 
with efficient national government by experts 
may well be devised. Such a system is 
bound to follow the crude form of popular 
government, so-called, which ruined the 
Netherlands and which is at present in 
favour in all Anglo-Saxon countries; but this 
history is obviously not the place for 
discussing at length the reform of popular 
government. 


EFFECT ON NETHERLANDS 


Now let us look at the effect of party 
government upon the Netherlands. 
In every well regulated commercial 


business, and in every properly organised 


household, the duties and responsibilities of 
all members must be clearly defined and 
properly distributed — or confusion will 
rule. If a definite constitution, apportioning 
functions, powers and responsibilities, is 
absolutely indispensable in a business of 
moderate size, in order to prevent waste, 
fraud, delay, incompetence and irrespon- 


sibility, it is infinitely more necessary in the 


largest, most complicated and most 
important of all businesses — the national 
government. 

Confusion and chaos were permanent in 
the administration of the Netherlands 
because no written constitution existed. A 
written constitution and a simple, well 
arranged organisation were absolutely 
necessary, but the Dutch politicians objected 
to a definite organisation of the State for the 
same reason for which Oriental potentates 


object to a written constitution. By leaving 
their privileges indefinite, and constantly 
extending them, the Dutch politicians 
became autocrats, responsible only to them- 
selves, who, though speaking in the name of 
the people, acted solely in their own 
interests and in the interests of their party, 
without sense of responsibility, without 
regard to the welfare of the nation and 
without fear of punishment. 

The Netherlands were a loose conglom- 
erate of independent and practically 
sovereign states, which lacked a common 
central government. ‘‘It is the nature of 
loose confederations that the need of action 
produces in them disorder and strife. The 
different aims followed by the allies draw 
their strength and minds in different 
directions, and while each of the federated 
states endeavours to pursue its particular 
interest, the common good is either dis- 
regarded or betrayed.’’8 For the preser- 
vation and direction of the Netherlands it 
was absolutely necessary that the Dutch 
should form a nation, that the Netherlands 
unified by merging all the self-governing 
provinces, towns and villages into a large 
administrative whole, and directed by a 
supreme national authority, should form a 
single state as against the nations without. 
The people wished for national unity, but the 
politicians, who had acquired by usurpation 
supremacy, first in their own localities and 
then in the State, wanted to continue their 
arbitrary rule, and refused to submit to a 
supreme national authority, pleading that the 
bond of sentiment was a purer and stranger 
one than the bond of common interests, of 
common institutions and of a national 
government. With the bond-of-sentiment cry | 
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SO WHAT'S CHANGED? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


the Dutch politicians deluded the populace 
and disguised their own selfishness. 

The Netherlands required territorial 
expansion in order to remain a great power 


territorial expansion roe they feared that 
expansion might impair their absolute rule 
and their trading profits. By the intrigues of 
the party politicians, the union of the Dutch 
Netherlands and the Spanish Netherlands, 
the present Belgium, for which the people 
wished, was made impossible. 


NATIONAL DEFENCE 
NEGLECTED 


The Netherlands, being the wealthiest state 
in Europe, required a strong army for the 
protection of their vast wealth; but the polit- 
icians, fearing that an efficient national army 
might strengthen the national sense and the 
sense of independence of the people, and 
cause it to. curtail the privileges of the 
oligarchs, deliberately destroyed their 
national army. ‘Economy, was the plausible 
cry of the Dutch demagogues, which was 
reinforced by declamations against milit- 
arism, and by assertions that the Netherlands 
were a peaceful state which none would 
attack, that they could not be invaded and 
that therefore the navy sufficed to protect the 
country and its worldwide trade. Hence 
when the Netherlands were invaded they 
collapsed utterly. 

The Dutch party politicians as a class 
were interested in trade, not in production. 
Pursuing exclusively their own interests, 
they allowed the productive industries of the 
nation, and especially the fishing industry, 
which provided it with food and warlike 
men, to decay, claiming that non-inter- 
ference — called in plain language neglect — 
was the wisest and most scientific policy. 

Through the neglect of their productive 
industries and lack of expansion, the 
Netherlands grew poorer if compared with 
the nations surrounding them. They ceased 
to be a great state. They were no longer able 
to maintain an adequate navy, and they lost 


their possessions. The Dutch oligarchs had 


allowed the huge economic fabric of the 
Netherlands to rest precariously upon a 
single pillar — foreign trade. That pillar 
stood upon foreign soil. Dutch wealth was 
left unprotected at the mercy of foreign 
nations. Foreign nations naturally took 
advantage of that position. They sawed 
through the pillar, brought down the 


economic edifice and divided among them- 


selves the fragments of Dutch prosperity. 


MAMMONISM 
_ The Dutch merchant politicians sacrificed. 
the national to cash profits. Their 


strength 
policy, which they justified by the popular . 
cry of of the sacredness of liberty, individ- 
ualism and ppp atentecgion, ‘was. mamm- . 
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onism of the most selfish kind. The econ- 


omists in their pay placed property 

above men, ignoring the fact that ‘‘men are 
more important than mere property; that the 
statesman ought to give more attention to 
increasing the virtues of the former than to 
augmenting the mass of the latter;’’9 that 
‘men make a state, not walls and ships by 
men abandoned;’’10 that the most precious 
possession of a state is not the dead wealth 


possessed by a few but the productive labour 


of the people.11 Looking only after their 
commerce and their capital, largely invested 
abroad, the Dutch oligarchs callously 
allowed the Dutch industries, and even those 
industries which were the foundation of the 
national strength, to decay, and the Dutch 
working population to emigrate to foreign 
countries. 

The Dutch party politicians, working 
without restraint for their own benefit and 
for that of their party, divided the nation 
into two hostile camps, created disunion and 
made it permanent in the Netherlands, 
promoted the disintegration of the State in 
order to enjoy power without responsibility, 
opposed its unification in order to perpetuate 
their supremacy; they opposed the territorial 
expansion of the Netherlands, opposed 
national organisation, opposed the creation 
of an efficient administration, opposed the 
rule of experts, neglected the army and navy 
and allowed the wealth-creating resources of 
the country to decay. Ruling for their own 
benefit, and treating the Netherlands as their 
farm, the Dutch party politicians exploited 
the nation, destroyed the power and wealth 
of the Netherlands and reduced the foremost 
power in Europe, and the glorious Dutch 
world empire, after untold sufferings, to its 


. present insignificance. 


LESSON FOR US 


Experience is the mother of wisdom. 
History is philosophy teaching by example. 
The laws of history are as immutable as are 
the laws of nature. The history of the rise 
and decline of the Netherlands teaches an 
invaluable lesson to all Anglo-Saxon nations, 
and especially to Great Britain. Great Britain 
and the British Empire bear a curious resem- 
blance to the Netherlands and to the former 
world empire of the Dutch. Party govern- 
ment has reproduced in Great Britain the 
same disquieting phenomena and tendencies 


which we have met in the Netherlands. 
Pursuing a purely utilitarian policy, her 
politicians have worked for the disintegration 
of the Empire. They have allowed the pro- 
ductive industries of the country, and even 
that industry which produces food and 
warlike men — agriculture, to decay, and the 
British race has undoubtedly physically 
deteriorated and grown unwarlike. 

The strength of a country must be comm- 
ensurate with its possessions, or these will 
fall into the hands of those nations which, by 
their excessive armaments, unmistakably 
show that they think their possessions 
insufficient, and that they are determined to 
extend them at the cost of weaker nations. 
The strength of Great Britain is not comm- 
ensurate with her possessions, and without 
her possessions Great Britain will lose both 
her power and her wealth. The strength of 
the country has been neglected and largely 
wasted in the pursuit of a ‘profitable’ policy, 
a policy which has been profitable to the 
few, not to the many. ‘‘The thing that hath 
been is that which shall be, and that which 
is done is that which shall be done, and 
there is no new thing under the sun.” Will 
Great Britain and the British Empire share. 
the fate of the Netherlands? 

‘‘Success or failure in most undertakings 
has chiefly depended upon this: whether they 
have been executed in conformity with, or 
not in conformity with, the spirit of the 
times.’’12 The era of organised nations and 
of federal states has arrived. By its organ- 
isation Great Britain is not a modern state 
and the British Empire is not a modern 
empire. An English party government cannot 
possibly make imperial politics satisfactorily. 

A state must progress or it will decline. 
While younger nations, such as Germany 
and the United States — which, by the by, 
are highly organised federated states — are 
advancing with giant strides, Great Britain 
stands still, and appears to be rapidly sinking 
to the rank of second-rate power in strength 
and wealth. Will she be able to maintain 
with her shrinking or at least stationary 
wealth a predominant navy and defend her 
colonies and possessions against all comers, 
although only the richest nation can create 
and maintain the largest and strongest fleet? 
Only the strength and wealth of an organ- 
ically united British Empire can suffice to 
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THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


~ And what does all this say about democracy as a system of government? Democ- 
racy, remember, is the system which is based on the assumption that most citizens 
are able to decide what they want and make responsible choices; it is the system 
which pretends that if people are given the opportunity to go into a voting booth and 
pull a few levers every year or so they are in control of their government. Democracy 


is “rule by the majority.” Democracy is “freedom.” 

Actually, democracy is a hoax. The majority never has ruled and never will. A 
minority always rules, because only a minority of men have the capacity for indep- 
endent thought and action; the rest are capable only of thinking and acting with the 
herd. Those who rule in a democracy are those with the ability to manipulate the 
herd, and in this last decade of the 20th century they are the ones who control the 


Dr. William L. Pierce (NATIONAL VANGUA RD) 


media of television. i 


defend it. That organic union can be created 
only by a written imperial constitution, 
which while guaranteeing to each British 
state full liberty of action in state matters, 
gives equally full liberty of action to the 
Empire in imperial matters. The details of 
such a constitution cannot with advantage be 
discussed in this place, but it is worth 
mentioning that the presidency of an hered- 
itary King — a priceless asset in a federation 
— gives greater promise of permanence and 
stability to a British federal empire than a 
republican federation, such as the United 
States of America, presided over by an 


elected magistrate, can possess. 

It seems impossible that the British 
Empire, suffering from chronic misgovern- 
ment, can much longer subsist in its present 
unorganised and chaotic condition. Unless 
Great Britain and the British colonies be 
soon organised and united in accordance 
with modern requirements, the history of the 
Netherlands may repeat itself, and Great 
Britain may lose her power, her colonies, 
her industries, her trade, her shipping and 
her wealth to other nations. If she should 
share the fate of the Netherlands, the 
sufferings of the people would be very great, 


POLITICS OF TERROR 
IN SOUTH AFRICA 


IVOR BENSON examines the psychological warfare being 
used to induce South African Whites to surrender control of 
their country, and identifies those behind it 


The following article was first published in 
Behind the News, obtainable from PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. 


A BUDGET of information we have 
received from sources close to the centre 
of things indicates that South Africa will 
soon be moving into a situation much like 
that which prevails in Lebanon, Yugo- 
slavia, Azerbaijan, Afghanistan, etc. 

So there are shocks in store for those who 
have allowed themselves to be pursuaded 
that the ‘yes’ vote in the snap referendum in 
March means that the whole problem of 
South Africa’s political future has been 
solved — a false impression enhanced by the 
partial lifting of international sanctions and 
the much publicised return of South Africa 
to international sport. 

In other words, the ‘yes’ vote in the 
referendum does not mean what it seems to 
mean; all that can be learned from it is what 
happens when modern high-tech psycho- 
logical warfare costing millions of pounds , 
reinforced with tactics of terror, are brought 
to bear on an unprotected population. 

One of our correspondents writes: - 
‘‘During the fortnight before polling day 
something happened which had never 
happened before. Banks, insurance 
companies, huge industrial corporations 
like SASOL (the oil-from-coal monopoly), 
the great mining houses, etc., warned their 
employees that if a ‘no’ verdict was 
returned full sanctions would be imposed 
and they would lose their jobs.”’ 


There was no way in which the opposition 
groups could reach the electorate with a 
response to this threat in the short time 
before polling day. 

The result of the referendum will now 
have to be compared with the result of a by- 


election in thé Orange Free State mining 


town of Welcom due to take place on June 
17th. The Conservative Party with its public 
meetings, door-to-door canvassing, etc., will 
be very much less at a disadvantage in 
presenting its case to the voters. 

Already there are signs that F.W. de 
Klerk is not having it all his own way. The 
reception that awaited him when he opened 
his nationwide campaign was summed up in 
a poster put out by the Sunday paper 
Rapport: ‘‘Chaos at Mitchell’s Plain during 
FW visit.’’ This was quickly withdrawn and 
replaced with another which sought to link 
the ‘chaos’ with de Klerk’s supposed 
‘triumph’. 

Writes another correspondent who is 
closely associated with the opposition: - 


“We are under no illusion. Order is 
rapidly disintegrating and a realignment of 
political forces is rapidly taking place. De 
Klerk’s own National Party is in a ferment, 
giving rise to the possibility of defections 
and more by-elections, and even of another 
general election before de Klerk can 
finalise a deal with the. ANC/Communist 
Party alliance.” 

He adds:- 

“The general mood in the Conservative 
Party after the referendum is one of 
absolute determination as we face the great 
troubles that lie ahead. You may be sure 
that the Conservative Party leaders are 
well aware of the arcane international 
forces which lie behind this onslaught 
against South Africa.” 

A correspondent in Cape Town, who had 
it from a source inside the British Embassy, 
reports that more than 500,000 South 
Africans have a legal right to British 
passports, not to mention the scores of 
thousands of other post-war immigrants who 
never gave up British citizenship. 


for history teaches us that the shrinkage of a 
nation is a terribly painful process. 


. Tacitus, Historiae, i 

. Aristotle, Politics, book vi, 4 

. Socrates, in Plato’s Alcibiades — 

. Quintillian, Declamationes, xi 

. Thucydides, book ii | 

. Chilon, in Plutarch’s Convivium. 

. St. Chrysostom, Cor., vii, 13 

. A. Morosini, Historia Veneta, 1623, book v 
. Aristotle, Politics, book i, 8 

10. Thucydides, book vii 

11. Colbert 

12. Machiavelli, Discorsi, book iii, 9 
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The implications of this are twofold: (1) If 
the country falls into serious disorder, 
Britain might have to receive anything up to 
one million people from South Africa; (2) 
With so many persons of British ancestry 
involved, happenings in South Africa can be 
expected to produce in Britain repercussions, 
both public and private, of a kind not 
produced in places like Lebanon, Yugo- 
slavia, Afghanistan, etc. 


A MAVERICK EXPELLED 


The summary dismissal by the Conser- 
vative Party of one of its most senior and 
outspoken members, Koos Van der Merwe, 
‘‘for articulating policy contrary to that of 
the leadership’’ confirms other reports to the 
effect that the CP is bent on achieving a 
high degree of inner unity and discipline. 
Van der Merwe had been getting a great 
deal of media publicity, arguing that the 
party should participate in the CODESA 


negotiations. This may happen, but it will be 


on the CP’s own terms. 

Andrew Smith, chairman of the Western 
Goals Institute, London, an organisation 
representing so-called ‘extreme right-wing’ 
groups in the European Parliament, 
including Jean-Marie Le Pen’s National 
Front, said in an interview in Cape Town 
that the Conservative Party in South Africa 
had the full support of all the national 
conservative parties in Europe. It was their 
view, too, that regardless of the results of 
the referendum, the CP should continue to 
fight for white political self-determination. 
He remarked of the propaganda for a ‘yes’ 
vote in the referendum that media manip- 
ulation and intimidation on such a scale had 
never been seen before anywhere in the 
world. i 
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POLITICS OF TERROR 
IN SOUTH AFRICA 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


APPEARANCE AND REALITY 


As a preliminary to any discussion of the 
undeclared war against South Africa, which 
now seems to be heading towards a grim 
climacteric, one all-embracing generalisation 
needs to be stated:- 

The reality of what has been happening is 
something quite different from what most 
people have been made to believe it is. 

There are many other ways in which such 
a generalisation can be worded. For 
example, we can say that what we have to 
contend with in trying to understand what is 
happening in South Africa, and will continue 
to happen at an accelerating pace, is a 


~~ structure of falsehood so vast, so complex, 


and by so many innocently believed, that it 
is virtually impregnable. In short, it is a 
world of lies from which few who are 
caught up in it can escape. 

But how could such a world of lies have 
come into existence? For an answer to that 
question we need some knowledge of history 
down the ages, one of the main lessons of 
which is that great changes in the dispos- 
ition of great power are all linked with the 
emergence of some new way of waging war, 
.some change in weaponry and tactics which 
has conferred on one nation an insuperable 
advantage over its opponents. 

So, too, in our age, the nations of the 
world have been taken by surprise, caught 
wholly unprepared, by the employment of 
forms of warfare, conducted under the 
appearance of politics, in which the weapon 
of major importance is the lie. 

The reasoning goes like this: If physical 
violence can be used as an instrument of 
conquest, why not also moral violence? 
Would not aggression be so much harder to 
resist if conducted secretly under the cloak 
of amity? 


A NEW KIND OF WARFARE 


What all this amounts to, of course, is the 
transferrence of struggle to a new battle- 
ground of the mind. 

Indeed, the expression ‘moral violence’ 
more accurately describes the new kind of 
warfare which has given the world an age of 
conflict and suffering without any precedent 
in recorded history. 

There seem to be only three lines of 

action available to those who seek to fight 
back against a campaign of psycho-political 
fraud such as that now being brought to bear 
on the people of South Africa:- 
(1) They can contend with the world of lies 
piecemeal, disputing or exclaiming against 
this or that component of it. For example, it 
can be shown quite easily that Nelson 
Mandela has no genuine claim to the leader- 
ship of South Africa’s Blacks; first to 
dispute that claim are the Zulus, who are the 
country’s biggest ethnic group. 
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(2) They can introduce new facts into the 
dispute, or recover and bring back again to 
public attention information about which 
there can be no doubt but which is never 
mentioned again by the politicians and the 
media, information which could throw more 
light on the entire South African drama. An 


JUST A TOOL 
Nelson Mandela, seen here at around the 
time of his arrest in the 1960s, is merely a 
black front man for a mainly white-led 
communist onslught against South Africa. 
According to the writer, he has no 
genuine claim to the leadership of the 
country’s Blacks anyway. 


example of this would be the retelling of the 
story of the police swoop in 1963 on a 
mansion at Rivonia, near Johannesburg, 
when the entire Communist underground 
headquarters and the leadership were 
captured intact — including Mandela. All the 


‘Whites arrested at Rivonia were Jews. 


Volumes could be filled with information 
and argument challenging the thesis that the 
revolution in South Africa is being run by 
and for the black population, but there could 
never be enough of it, supplied fast enough, 
to keep pace with the Great Lie, which, like 
some legendary monster, sprouts new limbs 
as fast as they are cut off. 


FIGHTING BACK WITH TRUTH 


Then there is option (3), which is to dis- 
regard the ‘world of lies’ and concentrate 


rather on boldly stating the truth as we see 
it, like this:- 

There is incontrovertible proof that the 
revolutionary movement in South Africa is 
essentially a Jewish nationalist enterprise 
wearing the disguise of a black liberation 
movement; or, as we have put it before in 
this service, a ‘‘white hand in a black 
glove.” The South African drama is thus a 
replica of the Bolshevik Revolution in which 


a Jewish nationalist imperialism passed itself 


off, with the support and connivance of 
highly influential elements in western 
capitalism, as an uprising of the oppressed 
Russian masses. 

Anyone wishing to test the authenticity of 
statements like the above could hardly do 
better than begin with Dr. Gideon Shimoni’s 
book Jews and Zionism: the South African 
Experience, 1910-1967, published by Oxford 
University Press in 1980, in which the story 
of Jewish involvement in the revolution is 
told with remarkable frankness. 

The main struggle, Shimoni writes, began 
in 1950, when the Government introduced 
the Suppression of Communism Act. He 
goes on:- 


‘Apart from the effect of these dramatic 
events upon the lives of Jews as white 
citizens of South Africa, they had signif- 
icant consequences for South African 
Jewry as acommunity. The reason was the 
extraordinary salience of Jewish individuals 
in the white opposition to the regime... 
Throughout this period Jewish names kept 
appearing in every facet of the struggle... 
in the radical communist opposition; in the 
courts, whether as defendants or as counsel 
for the defence; in the lists of bannings and 
among those who fled the country to evade 
arrest. Their presence was particularly 
marked in the course of the Treason Trial 
which occupied an important place in the 
news throughout the second half of the 
1950s...Twenty-three of those arrested 
were Whites, more than half of them 
Jews.” 


To top it all, adds Shimoni, at one stage 


of the trial the defence counsel was led by 


Israel Maisels, the prominent Jewish comm- 
unal leader. 

In Shimoni’s book we find Zionism 
defined as ‘‘a progressive nationalism 
compatible with socialism according to the 
formula: socialist in content and national in 
form” — i.e. ‘national socialism’ for Jews, 
but not for others. 

There are many other books which could 
be consulted on the subject of the Jewish . 
role in South Africa. One of the most 
comprehensive and most detailed is Henry 
R. Pike’s A History of Communism in South 
Africa, published by the Christian Mission 
International (available from Thinkers’ 
Library, Box 23397, Joubertpark, Johannes- 
burg). 

The bigger subject of the Jewish role in 
western history is discussed in Douglas 
Reed’s The Controversy of Zion, and this 
writer’s The Zionist Factor, a new and 
enlarged edition of which is available from 
Noontide Press, Costa Mesa, California. 


“RACE EQUALITY’ IN 
BLACK AND WHITE 


ROBERT SAXENA examines some of the humbug surrounding 
the John Taylor affair in Cheltenham 


IN A LETTER to the Caribbean Times 
(January 29th 1992) a black gentleman 
complained how ‘“‘the white community 
leader John Major has committed Britain 
to war in the Gulf...while ignoring the 
principle of race equality consultation.”’ 
He was annoyed that Mr. Major didn’t 
first consult ‘‘the black community’? — 
because, as he put it, that was the 
principle behind the logo of the Comm- 
ission for Racial Equality (CRE), which 
depicted a black hand gripping a white 
one in a show of 50-50 equality! 

The CRE’s logo has put strange ideas into 
the heads of some Blacks that they could 
take such a lofty view of themselves. It even 
makes them fancy that they have numerical 
equality, requiring that they be consulted 
before any action is taken by the Govern- 
ment! But what probably also made this man 
write the way he did was an event that took 
place a short time earlier, when our ‘‘white 
community leader’’ became involved in a 
rather less amusing case of ‘‘race equality 
consultation’’ — this time over the principle 
of consultation with a local white comm- 
unity about having a member of the black 
community to represent it. 

The town was Cheltenham, Gloucester- 
shire, and Tory Central Office in London 
had picked a Mr. John Taylor as its pros- 
pective parliamentary candidate for the 

general election. A respectable barrister and 


TAYLOR 

He was imposed on the Cheltenham Tories 

at the behest of Central Office, and he 

was beaten. Readers will not be surprised 

to know that this picture of him was taken 
| before the general election! 


staunch Conservative, Taylor was born in 
the heart of England (Birmingham) — which 
made him fine material in the eyes of 
Central Office. Central Office told the 
Cheltenham Tories to accept him, without 
apparently telling them he was black. After 
all, with a good old English name like John 
Taylor, and with Birmingham as his birth- 
place, who would think he’d be anything but 
one of the constituents’ compatriots — unless 
someone sent them his picture? 


STORM 


A storm broke when Mr. Taylor’s identity 
became known. Readers will be aware of 
how the story hit the headlines. One 
Cheltenham Tory, William Galbraith (now 
deceased), took exception to Taylor on the 
ground that he was ‘‘a bloody nigger from 
Birmingham,’’ and so on. Mind you, many 
other local Tories also opposed Taylor’s 
selection, though not in quite such out- 
spoken terms. The papers all came out 
strongly against Mr. Galbraith’s ‘racism’; 
the Labour lobby made capital out of the 
situation by branding the whole Tory Party 
‘racist’; and Major led the latter’s agonised 
members and supporters in a pledge to root 
out ‘racism’. So Galbraith was expelled from 


the party, and in due course the Cheltenham 


Tories met and voted by a large majority to 
confirm Taylor as their man. A jubilant Mr. 
Taylor was present, along with his white 
wife (probably to boost his acceptability). 

What, however, was at the heart of the 
matter in this whole business? Why was 
Cheltenham named a ‘racist town’ by the 
media in such a disparaging manner? In the 
Ribble Valley by-election a little earlier, 
voters had objected to the Tory candidate 
because he was from Wales, and he lost. 
Were the people of this English area accused 
of being ‘racist’? No, but they most cert- 
ainly would have been if the candidate had 
been a John Taylor! Yet the principle was 
the same: voters in the Ribble Valley, 
whether Tory or not, preferred a local 
person — a Lancastrian. 

Similarly, the Cheltenham Tories, judging 
by their comments, wanted a local candid- 
ate; and they did put up a list of such would- 
be candidates. But according to them the 
party’s leadership was hell-bent on having a 
black Tory in the Commons, which in its 
entire history it never had. The only non- 
European MP who had ever represented the 
Conservatives was one Romesh Chandra 
Bonnerjee (Indian) back in 1895, and that 
apparently happened simply because the 


GRANT 
Agitated that election candidates should be 
people with local roots, but would he say. 
the same of the Tory candidate for Chel- 
tenham? 


Tories wanted to copy the Liberals, who 
three years before had chosen Dadabhai 
Naoroji, another Indian. Today the Tories 
have an MP who is part Indian (Jonathan 
Sayeed) but no Black. Since John Taylor 
fitted the bill, they foisted him on Chelten- 
ham. 


NO INNER CITY 


But why Cheltenham? asked the local 
Tories. One of Taylor’s credentials was that 
he was an advisor to the Home Office on 
inner-city affairs involving race relations. — 
But Cheltenham is no ‘inner city’ and has 
had almost no racial problems. Of its 88,000 
or so inhabitants only about 150 are black 
and about a thousand Asian. Some might 
argue in favour of a black Tory MP for 
Brixton. But Cheltenham? Hardly! This was 
the view of the local Tory rebels. So were 
they right? 

Well, Bernie Grant, who in 1987 became 
one of Britain’s first black MPs but on the 
Labour ticket, unwittingly gave the Chelten- 
ham rebel Tories his backing! He laboured 
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| ‘RACE EQUALITY’ IN 
| BLACK AND WHITE 


| (Contd. from prev. page) 


with a long speech in the House all about 
the Vauxhall (South London) by-election in 
1989, in which a white candidate was picked 
by Labour’s leadership — overruling the 
local community’s choice of a Black (the 
latter was notorious for her ultra-left views 
and Labour leaders were afraid she would 
lose the seat for them). Mr. Grant ranted on 
as usual about ‘racism’ in Britain and raged 
at Labour’s imposition of a white candidate 
in Vauxhall. And why? Because, as he 
claimed, ‘‘up to 50 per-cent of its inhabit- 
ants’’ were estimated to be black, and that 
was enough reason to have a black person 
represent it. Again, credit for this idea must 
go to the CRE’s 50-50 black-white hand- 
shake logo, even if you charitably ignore the 
nonsense of 50 per-cent representing the 
whole. | 

The truth is, in fact, that Vauxhall has a 
population which is 60 per-cent white. And 
the rest are not all black: there are Asians, 
Chinese, Vietnamese, Arabs and numerous 
other non-white groups. In demanding a 
Black for Vauxhall Mr. Grant argued that 
‘‘the principle that sections of society should 


represent themselves is paramount.” Would 


he therefore grant that these sections of the 
Vauxhall population — which are not attuned 
to his black music and form no part of his 
black community — should each politically 
represent itself in Britain? Yet that is what, 
in effect, he is saying! 

Another gem in his lecture was:- 


‘In the two recent by-elections in Wales 
the candidates had to be Welsh and Welsh- 
speaking. I support that principle. Local 
conditions should determine who is 
selected, and positive action should taken 
to ensure that people are properly repres- 
ented.” 


Well, would Bernie Grant say the same in 
connection with Cheltenham? Would he say 
that local conditions in that town should 
determine who is selected to represent it? To 
be consistent with what he said about Wales, 
would he support the principle that candid- 
ates for Cheltenham must be English Chel- 
tonians and not black Brummies? (Mr. 
Grant’s speech is recorded in Hansard, May 
22nd 1989, columns 693-696). 


CENTRAL OFFICE 
CANDIDATE REJECTED 


John Taylor is clearly not like Bernie | 
Grant, who applauded the ‘‘bloody good | 
hiding’’ our police got from rioting Blacks | 
in Tottenham. He believed Central Office | 
selected him because he was the best man | 
for the job. But many in Cheltenham | 
evidently do not think he is — for they voted | 
the Tories out of this one-time solid Tory | 
seat in the recent general election. And | 
many among Tory supporters in the town’ | 
believe his adoption by the local branch was: | 
‘simply a sympathy vote accruing from the | 
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i MISLEADING? 

This cartoon appeared in The Sun on May 2nd, immediately following the riots in Los 
Angeles. The drawing underneath, captioned ‘The reality’, would seem to many people 
to be the very opposite of reality. In Los Angeles, the riots hardly amounted to ‘six of 
one — half a dozen of the other’, as this drawing suggests. The racial attacks that took 
place were overwhelmingly attacks by non-Whites against Whites, while the fires (see 
flames in the background to the drawing) were started almost exclusively by black 

arsonists. 


awfully bad press they got; they think those 
who voted for his adoption did so because 
they were scared of being labelled ‘racist’ if 
they didn’t. And the rebels felt that, just as 
a non-English candidate in Ribble Valley 
costs the Conservatives that seat, so now a 
non-English ditto (John Taylor) would do the 
same for Cheltenham. The election proved 
them right! 

Returning to the kerfuffle over William 
Galbraith’s ‘nigger’ epithet, that doesn’t 
seem to bother black people nearly as much 
as it does white ‘liberals’. As one Negro 
said in a BBC2 black music show, ‘Who 
Stole the Soul?’, on May 15th 1991: ‘‘It 
don’t matter to me if you call me a nigger, 
but if you treat me like a nigger — that’s 


has gone. 


different.” Figure that out! Also, there is 
actually a rap group in America which 
proudly calls itself ‘Niggers with Attitudes’. 

Anyway, racial name-calling is not the 
monopoly of Whites. To some Negroes, 
Whites are ‘honkies’. Anti-racist ‘liberals’ 
howling for Mr. Galbraith’s prosecution 
were not liberal enough to overlook a one- 
off racial epithet used by one angry white 
man, while ever ready to excuse the equally 
‘racist’ attitudes of many more black people. 
Where then is the liberals’ much-vaunted 
‘racial equality”? 


The writer of this article, Robert Saxena, 
is of Indian descent. 


REMEMBER THE CAUSE IN YOUR WILL! 


Spearhead wishes its readers and supporters a long life, but we ail have to depart 
this world eventually. What makes the prospect of death less daunting is the idea 
that one can still be contributing to the good cause and fighting the enemy after one 


Spearhead and the British National Party have benefited over the years from the 
thoughtfulness of their supporters in making provisions to leave something for us in 


their wills. One will in particular, which included a legacy to the BNP, has been of 
enormous help in enabling the party to survive financially. The money was invested 


principal intact. 


(as is our preference) and the party has drawn upon the interest, leaving most of the 


Why don’t you ensure NOW to include us in your will? If you're in doubt about 
how to do it, your solicitor will help you — and we shall be eternally grateful! 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Box 117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: Your correspondent from Middlesex 
Polytechnic does not exaggerate the atmos- 
phere of fear and intimidation engendered by 
the left in colleges of higher education. 

At a Student’s Union meeting at South 
Bank Polytechnic recently, a black officer 
asked students to vote for a resolution under 
which the Union would aid selected ‘anti- 
racist’ campaigns. He gave as an example of 
-the fine work he wished to see accomplished 
by the Union an ongoing campaign to obtain 
the dismissal of a lecturer at another 
Polytechnic denounced as being of right- 
wing persuasion. The standard ‘penny 
‘dreadful’ lies about the BNP naturally 
received their ritual airing as part of the 
manipulation. 

This letter needs to be written under a 
nom de plume for my own safety. 

A BRITON 
At college 


SIR: In the light of debates concerning party 
strategy and policy for attracting voters in 
the recent general election and future 
elections, I know I am not alone when I say 
that the BNP must stick to all its stated 
policies for the rebirth of Britain. The 
Tories only won the election because they 
were judged to be the lesser of two evils. In 
time, however, they will be as discredited in 
the eyes of decent British people as the 
‘Labour Party is now. 

Ignore all this garbage about ‘neo-nazis’ 
and ‘skinhead thugs’. The BNP in whatever 


it does must show unity and strength of 


purpose to the British people and that it is 
the only party capable of freeing this country 
from the multi-racial nightmare that it is 
currently enduring. 
: D. CROCKETT 
Birmingham 
(EDITOR’S NOTE: The BNP has no inten- 
tion of going in any direction different from 
that believed in by the above writer.) 


SIR: On the BBC programme Question Time 


on April 23rd, the nation was entertained | 


with upgraded political trivia apropos the 
recent general election. 

A star performer from the Tory side was 
Jeffrey Archer, of paperback fame. Part of 


| without let or hindrance. 


` of hypocrisy as to deserve a wider airing. 


His earnest — nay, passionate — plea in 


_ answer to one particular question was along 


these well-trodden lines: The great and 
enduring significance in our democracy lies 


. in the fact that each and every one of us 


may hold and utter whatsoever political 
opinions he or she fancies. Others may not 
agree with such views — may even abhor 


- them — but nevertheless it is the democratic 
- right that any or all contrary and unpopular 


political opinions shall and must be heard — 


After which Mr. Archer’s halo tilted 
somewhat over his eyes, though none in the 
audience nor on the panel seemed to notice. 

Over to you, Mr. Tyndall. 

B.E. BIGGS 
Church Crookham, Hants. 


SIR: Perhaps other readers of Spearhead 
may have noticed the report (Daily Tele- 
graph 15.5.92) of the obviously racially 
motived attack against a pregnant woman. 
Mrs. Lee, a pregnant white woman, was 
kicked, it was alleged, in the stomach by 
Negress Claudette Sophie Morgan. The kick 
resulted in the loss of the child Mrs. Lee 
was carrying. During the argument leading 
to the kick, it was stated in the court, the 


black defendant called her white victim a 


“lying white slag’’ and said of the child: 
‘Tm going to kill the white bastard.” 

If this black defendant is found guilty, 
will the likes of Ken Livingstone, Peter Hain 
and Bernie Grant be marching in the streets 
to condemn such ‘racial attacks’? I doubt it! 

JAMES KERRIGAN 
Westward Ho! Devon 


SIR: I was disappointed to read the bitter 
anti-Christian diatribe from your corres- 
pondent A.S. Paulin. One is used to such 
sentiments in publications of the extreme left 
but surprised to find them expressed in 
nationalist publications. 


Christianity is concerned with saving 
souls, and its message is universal — these 
are facts which are often overlooked, and 
sometimes denied, by ‘modernist’ and ‘pro- 
gressive’ clerics, who have substituted a 
‘social gospel’. Mr. Paulin seems to confuse 
the true Gospel of Christ with those of 
bogus Judas-like ‘ministers’ who deny the 
fundamentals of the faith and the very 
Gospel of Salvation itself, whilst not being 
averse to taking on board other false 
religions and some of the weirder theories of 
speculative science, such as evolution. 

The fact is that European countries in 
general, and those of Anglo-Saxon origin in 
particular, were for many centuries, and still 
are to a very great extent, in the vanguard of 
spreading Christianity, with beneficent 
results which are self-evident. The former 
subject peoples of the colonial empires, our 
own in particular, were thus able to become 
partakers of those blessings. 

This is not to say that the Bible teaches 
either internationalism or egalitarianism. For 
whilst the Gospel of Christ is to be preached 
‘tin all the world...to every creature’’ so far 
as the present world is concerned God has 
decidedly ‘‘determined...the bounds of their 
habitation;’’ and whilst within the Kingdom 
of God racial, sexual and social distinctions 
are unknown, nevertheless in this world the 
Scriptures outline a Divinely ordained hier- 
archical, social and sexual order — the 
attempted rejection of which today lies at the 
root of many of society’s problems, and 
bears bitter fruit in the upsurge of murder, 
theft, violence, AIDS, promiscuity, divorce, 
etc. 

I share Mr. Paulin’s anger at the ‘hi- 
jacking’ of Christianity and the substitution 
of the true Gospel by a false one. But he 
really must not throw out the baby with the 
bathwater. 


G.M. HUBBARD 
Peacehaven, Sussex 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
Those wanting copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a 


subscription by mg in the form below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


i The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box. where applicabie):- 
British Isles: £12.500) Overseas unsealed surface mail: £14.400) Overseas sealed 
surface mail: £17.120) Unsealed air mail Middle East, N & S America: £19.800 
Unsealed air mail Australasia, Far East: £21.400 
PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. if 
remittance is in any ether currency, an additional charge of £7.50 is required in the | 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying | 


for banker’s commission and charges. 


| Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


E 10-19 copies: 56p each; 20-49 copies: 50p each; 50-99 copies: 42p each; 100-1 99 , 
copies: 35p each; 200-499 copies: 30p each; 500 copies or over: 28p each (For 


advice on postal rates please contact our office). 
Ail cheques and postal or money orders shouid be made out to Leer tr and sent. 


to 


Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
| Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items.. . — 
his contribution was so outstanding in terms b P BEEE A U EE WT atii a 


Page fifteen 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE. (TEL:081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP. 


NORMALLY OPEN TUESDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
‘CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 

the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 

ublished in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Patemmoun’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
. THE £12.00, A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. ) 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
aaa © disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
PP. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION» (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A 
strong plea for British independence from EC bureau- 
cracy. 1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
wochippon and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
i book first published in 1972. Shows how 


important 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 


Britain’s 20th peoo Sonun, in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
iblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY: DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp 


DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not js ‘simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 6 


13pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in 
remittances sent for other items. Orders are likely 
to be dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service 
is marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 


leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 


appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell’s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for' 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immig-ration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GORING (David Irving) £9.00. A lively and original 
biography of one of the most colourful and controversial 
figures of the Third Reich. 1989, 573pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 


WARNINGS 
ABOUT 
EUROPE 
| (See this 

column) 
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Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £22.95. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 

(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 

of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an - 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 

of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 

94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 

A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 

tellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 


1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
ie aa that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 


existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 


ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972,288pp. 

OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. _ 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


t 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 


companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 


that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 


1985, 115pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 


(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. ; 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 


much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 


exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 


in today’s world. 1987, 6lpp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. XII, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War I 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 


Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 
WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 


ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH, THE (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for- 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 
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UBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. | 

Gulf War: Moslem threat. This leaflet points out how 
the war in the Middle East has exposed big internal 
divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on one side 


and most of the indigneous population on the other — — 


another indicator of the harmful consequences of the 
multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 


Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. _ 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 
Price: 1-9 copies 30p each; 10-19 copies 26p each; 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over 15p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7!4p each. 


TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 
Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. | 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 
12p each, 10-19 copies 10p each; 20-49 copies 8p each; 
50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17. 7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 
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BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 

in support of the British National Party, 

normally on a monthly basis. Sample 

copies will be sent on receipt of 48p. 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 

issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 

(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 

as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 


+ 93p post 
aa 
J- 

100 copies £21.00 + 
-+ 
+ 
+ 


£3.15 post 
£4.10 post 
£4.65 post 
£5.35 post 


150 copies £30.00 ; 
£6.25 post 


200 copies £36.00 
300 copies £50.40 £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 
500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
-entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

rei re young from child murderers: bring back 
the ro 

Serap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 
Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.5Sin x 2.5in. They are available in 
gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 
BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 
Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 
100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 
costs 34p per 100. 


BNP Oblong stickers (two-colour) 


STICKERS 
Details on 
this page 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


RIGHTS 


for 


WHITES 


aE NATIONAL PARTY 


ed and Published oy 
D BNP. POBox 117, Welling, Kent DA16 30W 
Bi tel Rt eSe SEES COE 


Union Jack and BNP logo 

Stop immigration! 

Rights for Whites! 

Third World refugees: NOT WANTED HERE! 
Charity begins at home: SCRAP OVERSEAS AID! 
REPATRIATION SAVES OUR PEOPLE 

Stickers are oblong and self-adhesive and bear the BNP 
name and address. £2 for 100 (18p p&p) 


Circular stickers with following:- 

Vote BNP 

BNP logo 

Stickers are self-adhesive, in red, white and blue with 
full party name and address. £2.00 per 100 plus 18p 


p&p. 


Both oblong and circular stickers should be ordered 
from Norwich BNP, 9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 
2SA. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. . 

Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
pee on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Gamet, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 
Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 

dall peaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 
Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 
Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 
Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 

Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1F0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
a Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


POST-ELECTION PLANNING CONFERENCE 


THE GENERAL ELECTION having come and 
gone, the British National Party has lost no time 
in planning the next phase of its campaign. A 
special conference was held near Nottingham on 
the 16th May for local party leaders at which the 
election results were summarised and the party’s 
development strategy for the coming five years 
was announced. 

In the first speech of the afternoon BNP 
Elections Officer Eddy Butler said that the party 
had every reason to be encouraged by its recent 
results. The votes, he said, while not large, were 
the best that any nationalist party had achieved in 
elections since the 1970s. He emphasised that the 
best results the party had obtained, those in the 
East End of London, owed much to the previous 
three years’ intensive campaigning in the area. 

Party leader John Tyndall gave an outline of 
BNP strategy for the future, during which he laid 
strong stress on the need for the party to expand 
- far beyond its present size if it is to be taken 
- seriously by the voters. The British electorate, he 
- said, do not support small parties, even though it 
may. sympathise with their policies. 

In supporting speeches, Richard Edmonds, the 
BNP’s National Activities Organiser, highlighted 
the main types of activity necessary to enable the 
party to expand, while David Bruce emphasised 
the importance of fund-raising. 
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THE CONFERENCE 
Eddy Butler gives an election report 


CAMDEN 

On Sunday, May 

17th, BNP activists 
about 100 strong 

Staged a counter- — 
demonstration against 
an ‘anti-racist’ march 
through the area led 

by far-left Labour MP ow 
Ken Livingstone. 
Later the BNP (right) 
marched through the 
nearby Regents Park 
estate, giving out 
leaflets and copies of 
the party newspaper — 
winning a warm res- 
ponse from the locals. 


CROYDON 
yi Saturday, May 

, activists of the 
recently formed 
Croydon & Merton 
BNP branch, helped 
by a few from other 
areas, staged the first 
day of action (right) 
in Croydon, handing 
out leaflets specially 
printed for the day 
opposing the immig- 
ration of Hong Kong 
Chinese into the 
borough. A great 
many copies of British | 
Nationalist were sold. 


PLEASE HELP US S 
- The British National Party and Spearhead 
are always pleased to receive letters and 
information from supporters. However, 


answering these items is a very time- 
consuming exercise, and the time of our 


A 


CTI0 


bills is being - 
ection, but it 
ution to these — 
unds. 
f what this 
00. Of this 
e original | 
met. This 
O to under- 


Spee 


EE 


VE TIME! 
staff is at a premium. We hope that readers 
will not be offended if letters of reply are 
not sent except where specific queries are 
raised which demand replies. This will leave 
us free to attend to other tasks. 


Thanks for photos! 


The Editor greatly appreciates the time and 
trouble some people take to send in photographs 
of BNP activities. Of course, there is only room 
to print a fraction of these. However, we need to 
get a good number of photos to pick the most 
suitable. So keep sending ’em in! 


ROCHDALE RESULT 


Recuperating from the big effort made in 
April’s general election, the British National 
Party contented itself with fighting just two 
seats in the following local government 
elections, held on May 7th. These were in 
Rochdale, Lancs. 

Ken Henderson, standing in the Smallbridge 
& Wardleworth ward, obtained 112 votes (2.9 
per-cent of the poll) and David Taylor, 
contesting the smaller Balderstone ward, won 
76 votes (2.7 per-cent of the poll). 


Have you joined 
the Welling Club? 


THE WELLING CLUB is a special group 
that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British 
National Party. Membership is open to 
all persons, whether BNP members or 
not, willing to contribute £20 each 
month to the party's funds. 

Welling Club members will be sent 
periodic. bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP 
projects for which their donations are 
required. They will also be entitled to 
attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chair- 
man. 

So far, 36 members have enrolled in 
the Welling Club, bringing club contrib- 
utions to the BNP to £720 a month. 
This shows how valuable the club has 
become to the party. 

Those wishing to join the Welling 
Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution, to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 

Hackney, London E2 7BZ 

HILLINGDON 

PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 

, Middlesex UB10 8XU 
CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
113 Beaver Lane, Ashford TN23 2NX 


SUFFOLK .- 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


DEVON 

PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER l 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
PETERBOROUGH 


PO Box 211, Peterborough, 
Cambs. PE3 8JE 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of 
the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of 
the main units.- 


NORTHANTS. 
PO Box 72, Irthlingborough, 
Wellingborough NN9 5XN 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


CHESTERFIELD 


PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on- 
Thames, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, 
Isle of Sheppey, Watford, Gloucestershire, 


Bristol & Bath, Stevenage, Bedford, 


Stourbridge, Walsall, Derby, Grantham, 
Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Blackpool, 
Batley, Hull, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, 
Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, 


Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock 


(Ayrshire), Aberdeen, Inverness and 
Portadown (N. Ireland). If you want to make 
contact with any of these units, or start a 
new unit, please write to BNP Head Office 
at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
MERSEYSIDE 

PO Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
ROCHDALE 

16 Count Street, Rochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 5LP 


OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF | 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX . 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


CUMBRIA 
PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


PAISLEY 
PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 


TAYSIDE 
PO Box 210, Dundee 


National Vanguard No. 112 (Jan-Feb 1992): 
£1.55. Cheques/POs only to Life Rune 
‘Books, PO Box XG22, Leeds LS14 6XN. For 
a full list of nationalist books and tapes — 
some unavailable anywhere else — send a 
large SAE. 


Tee a ated 


Racial Loyalty: A forthright newspaper for 
the survival and advancement of the White 
Race. Please send 25 US dollars by banker’s 
International Money Order for one year’s 
subscription via surface mail, or 35 US 
dollars for air mail, to: COTC, PO Box 400, 
Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 

P.O. BOX 117 

WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 

(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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